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ABSTRACT 

Social schemas were defined as cognitive structures 
associating positions on different dimensions of interpersonal 
situations, such as liking, power, helping, similarity, status, 
communication, and influence. Social schemas were measured by first 
presenting social situations by verbal and pictorial means which 
clearly illustrated one position on one dimension; then the subjects 
were asked what position this implied on a 2nd dimension. The social 
schemas of over 3,ooo students were measured. It was found that the 
students tended to be consistent across items designed to measure the 
same social schema. Students also tended to show a high degree of 
agreement on social schemas. (Author) 
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SOCIAL SCHEMAS OF AmiCAW COLLEGE STUDENTS^ 

In social psychological ycasean h, the assumption io often explicitly 
or Itsjplicltly made that people perceive altuatlons in terras of certain 
dlraanslona or aspecta. For cxaiaple, people presumably perceive the degree 
and direction of liking, of power, of helpfulness, ©tc«, In a given social 
relationship. The naaber of dimansiona in of which a person is 

perceiving may be Had ted in any given situation; navoivtholess , a. person 
aay have a wide repertoire of available dimensions. Tiiese diinensiona are 
involved not only in the perception of social situations, but also in 
comnainlcations about them. Tho words «a«d Co describe social situations 
corrospond In large part to these dlracnslono. 

Further, much of th© data of social psychology Indicate that in th® 
reality corresponding to pooltions on these cognitive diraanRiono, there are 
observabl® correlafclono between positions on different dlnanalons. For 
inotance, data indicate that sltniiarlty and liking are often found to b« 
positively aeeoclatcd (Collins and Ravon, 1969). There arc a dispropor- 
tionate number of situations in which similar people like one another, and 
situations in which people who sr© different dislike one another. Tlie 
remaining, opposite combinationfl occur less frequently. Similarly, 
aituationa occur which arc conBlatant with other dlmenaiona ae wall. 

Thus, If positions on these dimsnsloas tend to ba correlated in 
reality, th® percelvsr T^ill coort tend to acquire cognitive structures 
which might be represented by correlations between positions on those 
dimensions. The acquisition of those cognitive structures is asBUjnad hero 
to be partly the result of a process of observational or perceptual 
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ImasrnlTJig and pa?:2:ly a rasvde of coiua-asi&aJiona from ot:ier people. 'Hia 
Cam stic^ctnsQa is eoclal schaEae. The p^esaat 

use of the e«rm :1 b ew exticapolation of the use nisd® by Kueth® (1962) aod 
Dc Sf.to (1960). In their usage, the dlrofiaolona are of <elfthar two types! 
intsisrpetsoiaal on the one hand and physical or ussthewafAcal on the other. 

For Inattaac®, their studies deissonstrato tuat the percc-ivcd closenos© o^ 
silhouette drawi.ngs of people is corxel&tfid with the affective rfllationship 



between them. 

C. 

If sogIgI schetnas do exist as part of people’s cognitive (structures, 
then a person would be expected to perceive each of a ‘^aristy of specific 
altu(itions as confornlng to one of hie relevant social schcaias, provided 



that the oituetion is perceived in terms of at least eras of the dinenaions 
involved in that social sehaaa. Thus, a parson who has s bocIqI (schema that 
mutual haipfulnesa io corrslated with high mtml likiiig x.rouXd tmd to 
pffircaivQ any situation Invol'slng mutual helpfulness as also Invobping high 
mtual liking. This person would tend to perceive the relationship between 
mutual helpfulnsoffl and liking# regardless of whether th© sitaiatioa iTae a 



factory or at a tea party. 

A first ©bjffictlve of the study was i.harefor® oi??pl.y to Scot the 
hypothesis that people do possess msasurablo social echemaa. If the fir at 
hypothesis is confiriasd, then a second one is to d®tersn5.n© what social 
schaaao ar® possessed by a broad sample cf Aosrican coll&m students. Wot 
only would auch infortnaCion b® interesting in its own right# but would 
provide more laiowladge of the psychological confc^Kfc within which tsisny social 
psychological studiao ora conducted. Since aoeial schsraaa are assumed Co 
bo acquired on tha basis of perception, and since perception in turn is 
influenced by social ochoEias, a question thus arlsea aa to the way that 
the osoimed perceptual learning can tak© placo. The snawer would appear 
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£o 3.1c in the Individual’s eairly esEpeirienca. Tlie soelel situations . an 
IndividtMil ©neountars in his family ?»rovid© the basis for ths aequlaitlon 
of hie first social schonas. H« niay obsarve sltuatloue of dislike 
occurring after a disagreement and of liking after an agreement; of 
obedience to a high status peraon, such ao a parent, and of Indifference 
to a lot? status parson, etc. In additiono both 'verbal and non-verbal 
coHEunlcatlons from parents and others eatabllob schetsEs in the cognitive 
structure of the grotdLng perootJo The social achen®a fch© person ecqulreo 
while young would then appear to detsiimiae porcsptioa o.f ambiguous or 
equivocally structured social altuatloas omcountered Ir. adult life. 

One way of indexing Che different kinds of social situations which an 
adult ospariencad in hi® childhood io by mazia of his birth order. 3y 
definition, the social sltuaticas that, any, a last born encouatare are 
different from those of an only child. In the study dciscrlbed her®, a 
third objectlvo was to test ths general hypothesis that, as compared to 
later borne (LBb), first boms and oiiiiss (PBs) would be n»r® likely to 
pofflseea social schsEMis whose content concerns people who occupy different 
positions on a ditsianslon. EsMinples of ouch social sehaoias would be those 
entailing on© parson liking another person wore than hn is liked in 
return; on® person ha'vlng wore powar than another; on© parso'n Influeneing 
another more than he is influenced, «te. The reason for this hypothsfals io 
that a PB’ra initial esperienco in life In^^olvas people very dlfferes>.t from 
hltaaelf, his parents. In contrast, the L)3 encounters nt least one other 
person who 1 b sinilar to him in statiss, power, pattern of life, etc. The 
LBs T«)uld thus be hypoth© 3 lz©d to b© roora likely than I'Bs to acquire social 
schemas In which two people occupy the san^ position on a dimension. For 
•instance, the LB’s social schoisjas wight lavolv® two people mutually 
Influencing one another, helping each other, liking or disliking one another, 
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®tJC» Ccf BGoSXsod Qsid DudQ} 1962 j S'fiOtlQ'iid sod Go££i?0j^ 1. » 1962j SCo£X&o.d( 
1969). Obviously, thas® tora ganeral hypotshesos gloss ovor dif^erfflacsa lu 
fche esperioQOffls of paopla ifho w:l£b irespsct to feha ses of ehclsr 

siblings, ftb® age gap between and among Cham, Choir presence in the ooEoe 
horn, etc. 9 etc. Ho hyijetheges vsre formulated vrlth respect to theaa 
dlffaroncKo, but the sine of the sample la the study mis. largo enough to 
permit mor© differsntiatcid comparlsoiis, ouch as comparilvig people who have 
no aistare with those wlio do# ©fee. 



Procedure 

Overall design . A ecrieo of 12 questionnaires wats demloped, each 
on© daoignsd to measure a unique set of four or five di-.ffercat Eiodial 
achfiiafio. Tvfo types of social schemas were msaoured In each qusstionnair®. 
In the first type, the "Differential," a drawing of an everyday social 
situation ia presented In which, two people occupy different position® on 
one of the dimensions of the social schema. A caption below the picture 
indicates what this dioKansion lo and what positions on it art held hy 
the txfo people. Belw. tha caption is a question conaa:mlag th© rolation- 
ohip botw®®n th® people on th© second of ths dimsns Ionia of the social 
scheism being Esssured. Five such plc£ur©~qisWSt5.on oti-sulua itsws w®rc 
used to measure each of tha differential schemas. 

The second type of social schema, the "Equals," involved pictures in 
which both of the people In tha picture-captlonc w«ra at the sems position 
on a given dimension; ®.g., mutual liking or mutual disliking. Pairs of 
each picture-caption itan w®r© used, each item in a pa5.r having people who 
are either both high or both low on the picture-caption dimension. In 
othar respects, tho peopl© and the situation wore wore or less alike on 
both items of a pair. Under tho captione were tho questions about the 
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poai&lozie o£ th?. paople on the second dlmmslon of the <^oci«l a&heiass. The 
difference between the ensiJwcrQ on rating aealeo to each of the picture- 
caption itoexa provided the basic Five such pal?*r,! were usad» 

Ques tionnaira d oaign . Tha diiRStiolona of Intcrpcriional relationship 
^hich w©r® used in the study were liking, siisllarity, consaunication, 
helping, influencing p staCaa, arid pox/ar. 'fhese wore selected because 
they appeared to bs aallent in Kuch curroat eecial paye.aologlcal jriRfflQarch 
and smny sppssared rslevant to birth ordsr differaneas -ief Sempoorip 1965) t 
The questionnaires desalt with alsiont eJ.l of the possibls coabinatioES of 
dlssBnaions; l.e. # alssast all tli® poaralbl® social scheiaQS of relationship 
between th« ditnangioas. Th® excaptiono will be noted below. In onch 
cc'sbimtionp both directions of Qche?aa-lnflu«nc®d percuption were 
Esacureds so that th® iopllcaClon that, say, liking hen for holplng wag 
lasaoured o.a well aa the ii^llcations that helping has for l.iking. 

The questionnaires consisted baaically of a sorlcc of plctwrea of 
two people who had aonxa relationship to one aaothar pJ'tng cn® of the 
dliB 3 nalonQ> with a caption bslcw the picture describin'^’ the dlasnaion 
and their positions. Below each caption was e q«®K£lou or pair of 
questions about the positiono that these people had on sotaa other 
dliaension of the relationship. Tha instructions to tho subjects war® 
designed to get theia to answer in a opontanec^us manner and war® an 
follows: 

"SOCm SITUATION STUDY 

The parpoB® of this quastlonnalra is to find out iiow people think 
other people 9 in general , will feel or act in various social sltwations. 
You and stany others are being aeked to give your icspre xslonsg and to make 
guegoaoo about the actions, feelings * and thoughts of people pictured in 
various sitaatlono. 
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In fchs pages p pi® ai£ttae:lon0 wslch jire pictwsrsd e?:@ 

like lnsfian«®8 iia ©vas^ycsy li:cQ ia which psu ©sace^xnfifsr fftsrang©/?8 £;h« 
flrrat Sitao and hai”® tio Efik® cnap ^ndgsasnCGi about how thcsy will act osr ^si©l 
Sowatd ©ffi -3 anoeh® 2 ?. Often you Inaw Httle to guide yov.^ except yciss 
intMitloa® yefi you do tasiU® snap judgrasata or guesses t?!*on y®w hav® to. 

In th© following pages 9 you as:© askcid to gusasp te- aiak® siaap 
j)udg®ei',tSp to ^.BS® your Intuition in rMch the sff.®a way s:a you often do la 
everyday sltuativsns. On mdb. psg® thesra is a picture c a caption b©l<w it 
briefly dascribine people in pictures and at the bottOEa 
qusstlons about the psople. The quccrXioa.g ask you to caks a guaso about 
th«3j. Sonjstl®3a you ^dlJl that you do not hav© oncjugh infomntlon 

in th© pictures and captlcns to gi'i?© you a dear basis for aossysring. 

Pl©fflae wake your guasaca anj'^yay—avsn if you are not teo certain sbonat thera. 

The qi^Getionnaire lo coxpletoly rniOw^uB*- Plew^as?; do not put 
nSTse oa it. This i« not & tQ®£ of your paraonality or ycur ability. 

Th©ica m ^ht ©E 3sE«S^ fSSS^SS.* 

Anewer all the quaatlono. Work so q?iilc&ly as poes>ibl@. l>o turn 
hack pages. T©u saay start new. Whsn you have finishedj turn your 
qucstlonnaira over to show you are done." / 

Th© pictures gea-arnlly w®r© relatively barren clotall* so as to 
lalnlnlsc the nu^bar of cues ^rhieh wer© lrrol€V;?.at to the purposea of the 
study. Msop th® ffficss were drawn with a alnloi-'isa of articulation. Th® 
captions also wor® vary roinitnal. Tho rea-aons for ujslng th© cotabln-atlon 
of both pi«tuir©o asid captions vrsr«» first 9 that th® pictures would tand 
to taako the Gitnatlons trore psycho logically real for t’i® c objects laaklng 
it easier for them to hecoasa lavolvsdj and esicoiidp the captions fccueeid 
th® subjects ® attontlon on th© portiufssit dlBrnsion. 
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Th© Itmt t 3 Tp© of £socla3. seheassip She "Dlffarsnaiel,” iseaewrtKl by 
haxylag s. piGeiiTe-cspSlon coisbiaaCion In ^blch E't^o p©op3.s ass d®p2,eS®4 as 
being fflS diffesraafi points on Ithe diaanalon in question, Foi? ©saraplcp -a 
powsff pletusTfiB^cfflption saighS depict £ coBasarcial fishing boat with two 
aalloffffl taXkifigs on© with a cap ©n and designated "A” below ths pictuifSp 
th® other oaplaso and dasignatod ”B",. "Kha caption below reads » "A is 
captain of a fishing boat pn which B is a craw tReraber." Another esarapla, 
for the dineasloa of liking » has two issn In a parking lotp with ”A" or 
”B" under each of them# The caption reads* ”A and B hava r®s©ff^©d 
parking lot stalls nast to on® aao'ih.'sr. A liks g B aasra than 3 liksa A»” 

In ESDSt captions, th© k®y words wsrsa under lined. 

The pisEure-fiaption dlo^neions which were used fo:,‘ the differential 
coeial schemas wer® liking, influence, cossiiaiKlcation, hslp, status, and 
po*r®r» The dlffarential schemas that were s&sasiirod cotjoisted of each of 
thso® picture^captlon ditaenslonc paired with sach of th® other dis-.!sn®ions 
03 a question or response dimensiosi. Howiwar, the poifar and status 
ditBanoiori® war© not paired, being too obviously related. In addition, the 
sliailarlty di?aanoion was used as a responsa variable. In other w^rds^ isi 
almost all cacao, both diroctionc of iissplleation of po^sitions ©n piiire of 
dimonoioQs war® neaaured. 

Each of that social ©chauias relating th© dlmonsions was oparationaliscad 
by fiv® Itaajs or ®s®8aplars of the pls£wr«“captlon ditoanslon, each item 
depicting a different situation in which the social ach^imas could b© 
ezD&aplificd. The situations ware as varied' a® possible! work, picnic, 
business office®, Ghepping, meetings, bus travel, par flea, camping, ear 
travel, luncheons, military, etc. The only ones which ?w;re Avoided wer© 
hone and school. The former was avoided because of the possible 
eonta3d.nation of the birth order ©ffsete; th© second because the responsoo 



8 



ralghfe rafflcefc £ha lacSruaX sitwatloa tclio sulfjects ^yor® in a£ fcha fcims oJ 
fllllffig out tha qu® 0 tlOBJ 2 fii? 0 » Both off tha p®oplo daplsted in the pictures 
wore off tha sffisa esss; whether thasr® war© three male pictures as4 too female 
pictures or worso was det©r®iiii®4 hy tho fippropiciaS’©a®sfl to the dlmansion* 
For ajcarapl©8 power situations ware sciaicr to find for tresi thou woman* 

Tho questions that ware hslow the captious also Wiri©d in specific 
Gontect. Care was talcan to mlsdmlx© the possibility ©f the subject© 
ff lading soma logical or reasonobls basis in tha plctwrer-Gaptlon for 
anewering th© questions. For eitomple, if th® pl®ture~r:aptlon showed two 
man who differed in statu®, a question about thoir almf.larity in 
political outlook was not used; elTBllarlty with reBpset to TV programs 
w©mM bQ u0©d. Thus, th© subjects vjowld haw® to ®ffi?»l©y their ochsEfis 
to sinswcr the question. In fact, d^c^ring tho pilot runsi, taany oubjS'.cta 
eos^lained that thoy had no baaio for anB^forlne tho qu(? 3 tion®. Aa 'i«a 
ehan 0«® below, they actually did, but th© basis was not in the 
'’logical” ictplleatlona off th® picturt?.e, Tha questions were as Sollm^i 
Siisilarltyj "Ilow oimilar or different wuld you Ruess they ar© 
in th©ir ffasllngs ®bo®t their fsvidMea? Chaos® on© 
off the. ffollo^ying; 

1, Tend to be slallar 

2, Tend to b© difffareat , — 

3, Weithar - 

Iff you gueoo they tend to b® slmiiaTt’ or difffsroat, 

©Etimata how mch," CHlne point seal®*) 

Other qwesBtlono concornsd sliallarity of prof ©ranee for TF programs, 
attitudes toward politician®, roading ?aaterial8, or spirts, etc. 
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Thlc qiBfflsfcloss was seorsd hj assigning a ecjara oS to NaltShas: 
and eh©a effcsaeiag fcba ffatlag -&s saaglag fijom or® to aiua for ifchc swbjscea 
ffih@<sking "Tsod to ba siiallar” aasd fsoa -1 to -^9 for th&a© checking "'S:©ssd 
to bo di£^osfsat«" 

Likings "Haw ms>-&h would gwss A UkQe B?” (Kia® point seal®) s 
"How aueh would you guejas B like® A?” CKina point ecol©> 
‘rhis Ifcera was scjored by taking tb® aJ.gsbraic dl^feraness befcw®©a 
tha two ffatlngs. 

Helpings "If A sosBStiia®® n©®d®cl sosathiag B could glvfip like advlc® 
about aa lapoytaat personal ps-cblenp tew helpful ^®u3.d 
you guess B would tty to foe?" (Nla© point scala.) 

"If B soKetls^ msadsd sosaething A could glw®, like ad^ce 
about an icaportant pnrsoncsl peobleop hew helpful. w»uld 
you guess A would tsy t© fo©?" ^Hln© pelat s«sle) 

Otliffit itoais eoaearced Isndlag tools j bosTowliag bewokop giving lifts 
hoffi®, giving soral suppoEfep giving travel iaffosrastlea, ©tc. 

This Itoa waa scored by taking the algeforal® dlffersne® bstw®(sn the 
scales. 

Oo^jisjicatioa; "If they nest lat®r after th© cou?;-:3e £s how 

raaeh would you guasa A would want tsa talk with 
B?" ClW.a© point scale) 5 "Hsw tau®h would you guess 
B would want to talk with A?" 0 ^ 1 ne point ecalej 

This it«a was scored by taking eh® algebraic dif forma© bj^t?7ec.'!n th® 
ratings. 

they talked about ©dues ting children p hew sauch would 
you gu®£ffl A would away B®6 ideas?" (Nins point scale); 
"Hsw auch wuld you guess B woiald o^y A®s ideusf" (CNln© 
point scalQ) 
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gisroas wsr© businsoap polifeStCSp sporfiSp loaetiisgSp (sr^pst etc# 

Tble Itea Tfffls scored by taking the ’ a3.gebrelc diffessne® between the 
ratings* 

StaSns* ”ltowld yowi g«M0 tbat on® tb®a ia laDr® r®Epoct®fi by his 
friends than 6h© ©their.? Check on© of tha following; 

1* A is sore respaetsd thim 3* .. • 

2* B is m»m respected them A. ■ - - 

3* Keithar is aor© reapseted than 

the other. «.*.=«»«, 

If yoa gai®so that on© is tm?r® roopected aliaa th« others 
eatiaate how Euch ©ore.” (fllne point scale) 

Other ways of asking this qaeetion concemod "balng looked wp to In 
ths coB»i’iaity»" «t®. This type of Itea 'mis scorad by csslgning a score 
of sero to "Neither” and scores ranging from one to nln.® if th© subject 

A fflor© than 3 and scores fron —1 to —9 Iff h© aorked B Eor® than A. 

Power; "If they later both happen to work for the saEWi eorapanyp 
waaild giisss on® of thew would hs'8’® a higher position 
then the ©tb®r? Citeck on® of the folloxjing; 

1. A wo« 2 ld have a higher position than B» 

2. B wowld Iw© & higher position than A. 

3. Neither would have a higher position than 

th® other. 

If yon gn©s® that one of th@a would hava a higher position 
then th® other e eatlaat® how much higher his pofflition would 
be." C^in© point scale) 

On other questions j> the question s^ncemed ccaanualty organisations# 
labor unions# etc. Power is dlstlng^iiohed fron status by th® fomsr balng 
limited to rolfitlonohips within th© same organisation in which one person 




caa deiSanniffiS aspect tha fat© of tli® ©thsr bacaise® of thelir 

pooltieaa ia eita ©ffgasdsation. 

If the scab Jest disskad "Heithsr," ha wjwld be assigned a bcosq of 
a3jTo» If h® filu®ds®d A bsost® than Sp li® woald be assign® d scoffQs iraaglng 
tea. one to nice? if B 002® than A, scoteo rans^ng te® -4 to ~9. 

As w® shall 0S8 bffilowp tha eonoaatsney of a eubjaet's sespoasis across 
aSl five of the i£«c® t© raaoswr© a gl^en ceclal eehejs^ '^ysB t®st«d by a 
factor analysis*. 

Th® second of sosiel seliffiasc., the "Equals p” tsas Ksasursd aoraawhat 
diffarsntly from the "Dlffareatials." The fomar eociesl seheans ara those 
in which both p©opla occupy th© sers® position on tha dliacsi^lon. The 
p£ctur®“Capti©n dlsssnalons waro llkingp sinilarityp coa^sKEnicationp helping p 
and Influsnclng Cetatus and p©w«r war© not uaod in the picture-caption 
bssaus® th® ststMS or peu^r of a psreoti consemsd psopla not pictured 5 
a.g.p two high status tsen Im^® thalr status with respect to other people „ 
not with respect to each other. Thsroforap queatloas ehoufc thair 
rffilatloachlpo to each oth»r on ether dimensions are o®t ©ntiresly 
appropriate. This loans was raised by raswlts from pilot studies. In 
a*aouring eoeiai sch@iaae» each of theso diBssnslonG wae paired 'iTlth 
of th® other ones, plus status &nd power as qusstloa dimensions . For 
each cosablnation of plctura-eeptlon diiaenoionsp there var® five pairs of 
itCQO designed to tSEBssur® tli® social sehe<aaB“"i.e.p ten plcturc-coptlon 
items In ail. On© esrabar of each pair ropresantsd th© high point on a 
dimscslon (with both p®opl© hlgh]i; the other ropreecKattsd the low. The 
pair® wer® ali&o In other r®sp©ets» such as s®Xp age# oltuatloasp 
acti'wityp Qtc. For esauplap a pair rapressnting th© high and lotf points 
on the dlnanoloa of coarawnicatlon war® as follows! 
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"A asid B Cbo&h bafo?®, htappaa t:o ai& asst 



fco &m sjasSheK? «m a bws. wJlth one snother £i Mt , ” 



"A and B Cb®th ^iasn)p v?bo ns'^car assti before, bap^:i(sn Ze eHZ nisssS; 
fio one anoShsi? oa a bus. Sh®y ga3.k, ^^rv_._Xizzl<^ to on© eiioofther." 



AnoehoB.’ QsssQ^lss “A and 3 (both 7s&-nl mat in a biardvaro ctoBre* 

As they chatp tshay jlaf3.«ginc.fl on® aaotthe^'o ideas ebowt: Jobs ai?oucd fihelsr 
koGsas." 



"A and B Cbotb sssn) mmt in a efto?®* Airj tboy ohaftp-they 

db aofc ing.lwenga ca® eno Shea's ideas abont jobs aroun«^. tbeli: hem®®." 

liasic 0007® for the "Equals” oebonas yao tb® algebraic 
difference bs(^a®n fih® cenbers of a p&ii^ of f»ic&u 7 s~eapCiono ^tb reof/set^ 
to ibha mm&m &o eb® oes^ qnoseioa. 

The questions ^73 as follow: 

LihingB ”Es^ ixueh ^tdd yon gnesss A and 3 lib® oa® another?" to be 
anetserod on a ala® point scale* 

Similarity: "Bow siallar or differ ant would yoBS guess A and B are 

with reapoct to preforenca in TV prograass?" ^Nin® point scale, from very 
aiailar to very different*) Other questions concerned polities, eporta, 
child rearing, etc* 

CoBmunieation: "If A and B mt cm another occasion, how such rould 

you gu3S8 they would bo inclisied to talk to one another?" • ([Nine point seal®) 

Help: "If A nesded soioe assistane® froa B, lik® getting a lift honst, 
how helpful would you guess B would bo?" (Nine point scale) The sais® 
question was asksd about A's help* TSv.a ratingc for A and B were euasasd, 
since the subject wno not given & basis for discrininating between two 
people* Other questioius concerned lesBding boobs, tools, etc* 

In£Iu3QC®: "How amch would you guess that A and B would influence 

os® another with respect to preferences in autoeobiliso?" (Nine po.;^t scale) 
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Ofchcr quaationsj conc^racd STSstawTcantSp tnutilCp ccc» 

Status: *'Kaw highly rftBpacted would you guess A is lu his cosKmiaity?*' 

smd "Kow highly yaopsctod '^Ksuld you guess B is in his cojfissunity?** The £vk» 
t«tiQg® war® ouESisGd. Tii« 1 ‘eesosn this aor(; of itea wae utsec wais that it was 
fait that the suhjocte wuld be teluctsat to nuake the esoirjvptlo'a that both 
had the saisvai status. ' 

Powers "If A bolooged to the Nationcil Guard# how high a irarik would you 
gweiso h© had?" and the aam© queetior. fot B. The ccorisig aud iratioual ware 
tho mm ae for status* 

ITie degree of consistency in cubjccto’ reoponoaa to the fix?® peira of 
pictures opcarationallsing a social schensa was soeaeured by factor onalyfiiiffi. 

Slnc«s the total nuaber of social scheciao of both types was SA# thay 
were broken down into 12 sets to form 12 booklets, each subject recel'viing one 
of the 12 booklet o. Each booltlat contained four or fl’^'O Kociol sohessas# about 
equally distributed botwean equals end differentials schrsitias. No picture-” 
caption diTEffinsloa wao used noro than once in the same booklet# nor '^fac a 
given qusatiora response used aaor© than once in the aawiSi booklet. However# 
the BOXBssi pisturas and captions were uned in the various bookleta to oparatica- 
alls© the earn© di-asnolon. The booklets had 30 or 33 iteiss, on® to a page. 

Th« Iteaa were in a random order, tl:e eamc random order for all copies of a 
given booklet. 

The qusatioanalr® was edminisstered to male «ind fer?al© students in 
psychology classes at Portland State College (N® V51), at Wcotera ■JJaBhingtovt, 
(Jollego (K= 601), at Shorelln® ComiBviEdty Collage (N*a 761)# at Scattio 
University (No 370), and to 719 entering freehmen at tha University of 
^^aohiagtoa. The total N wa« 3695, 1740 miles and 1955 fauiales. Th« pua*po3®a 
of the study ware completely esplalned to the subjects Immsdlately afterwards. 
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ReEtulLs 

The first hypothaslo was that theire tfould be coasiatericy ia the 
subjects' respeases to the sets of itezaa desigued to tep each of 

the various !Soeial schesas. Accordingly, the responsei:?. to each of the 12 
boolcleta were factor analysed in ordnr to determine whether the Items 
designed to meastire the earns social schema loaded' on the same factor and. 
whether other Items did not lend on that factor. T!ie cisthod used was c 
principle asls solution for basic at;ructura with varteix rotation to a 
almpl® atrwetore. Factoring was continued so long as eachs obtained 
factor accounted for more variance than a single scale . All factors were 
rotated. 



Insert Table 1 about hare 

As can be sesn from Table 1, about half the total variance was 

extracted by the factor analysis of the various boo!dets« 

Equals oehcTOnai . The factors generated by the factor maffilyfile were 

such that the fiva items decigned ^ priorA to tap the came equals schemas 

very nearly always loaded on the aains factor to a conalderable degree, sad 

seldom loaded on other factors. Thio can be seen in Ts'ible 2, in Tihich are 

presented the loadings on the factor corresponding to the various social 

seh<iima 3 . In ©dditlonj, itcras in the aamc booklet not d£;»ign®d a priori to 

tasacur® a given social echeusa only rmrely loaded to any maningful degree 

on thi!*. saais'; factor as £h© Items deeignsd to tap the cocrlnl schemas. This 

also can be seen in Table 2. Thus, in general, the data do indicate that 
% 

social ©ehemaa lead to perception of different situations in a consistent way# 

insert Tab.!© 2 about hare 

avAvan a aXit nt K^Ati nrrnr< y.q*i*.n n Ba> Tt r.t3 >i < »T >a rw >LimjtM»a3M 



O 
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Bchataan, For most of tha Dlffcroatlial achftsnas, the seae 
pattern of results occurred as for the Equals. Fmeto^m emerged which 

loaded alHinat ascluBlvaly on the items deoigned a to atsafsurffl a givan ‘ ^ 

social acheiaa, as can ba oQffln frota Table 3. Howavar, for ot&tue and Ukhip>„ 
two factors emerged, oach of w5ilch loaded to a strong degree only aoma 
of the items in the sets designed to measure each of th® aoclel schemas. 

Xn other words, the social scheiaa sesEsd to split into two soei©!’ schemae. 

Although the patterning of these split social echetoas -3id not app@ar to 
ba random and tended to bunch up on certain ditssnaioaa, it was not 
possible to cojaparo directly the instances of split fac.tora which occurred 
on the Qffims dlnenslon on different social schemas , since the different 
oocial sahsmas involving the mma dimension occurred In booklets filled 
out by different subjects. 



Insert Table 3 rbout hero 

.§S£iiSlu £ g li g g^a b^. iJSSSil®* In order to detoriiiine what aocial 
scheissas ware held by the total aanplc, t teste w®r© run for each item, 
iheo® t t®3tc coEspared fch® obtained taean score on each item to tha score 
that would have been attained if th® subjecCe had indicated chat 
position on the picture-caption variable mode no difference for the 
question variabla. Thu®., for tha Equals ochsraae this latter scor® would 
lasan that th® aubjocts rated both the high and lcn>’ pic ,»:ura-r.aptic.na on 
a diroenaion as being ©quiil on the question variable. For the Equals 
schemas all of theoa t tests oigniftcant and rcavsrkably larg©. 

(Sac Tabl® 4.) in esaencap th® subjects indicated that they believed 
th*.t rai^tual liking, mutual helping, mutiud comamnlcatlon, and mutual 
influence vara all poaltivaly related to ona another; and that similarity 
was also perceived as positively ralctcd to each of those dlroanolonfl. 
o 
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Iu3(srC Tables 4 & S about bs?® 



With respect to the Differential eehejoao, the gaacjJal trend also 
lo for the subjects to perceive relatlonohips between p'ioltlono on 
the picture-cepticn a'M question variabl'T.e Cose Table 3), but tbe trend 
is not 89 strong as in the caeu of the Eqvals sehemae* The rather couple::; 
findings can be ausnmrir(sd as follo^rs: 

!• Tlie person vho likes raoro than he is liked is perceived to help nore 
than he is helped j to talk nore than th® -5 that person » to be influenced by 
the other person n»>re than he influences. Tlie person who helps icore than 
he is helped by the other le perceived to like the other saore than he la 
liked; thsi parson ^o talks laore ia perceived to like the other isore than 
ha io liked. 

2. People who differ on any on® of tha picture-caption dimsnslono, except 
power and status » are perceived to differ on tha questl':^^ variables aa 
wtsll* The inconsistent results on power and status are in line with the 
general iuconsiotency of results in these variables. 

3. Difffsrencs in picture-caption variables which involvo one person 
acting overtly lEore than the other are positively related to one another. 
Thee® varlttblas or® coBsaunicationa influence, and helping. Thus, the 
pcr&son vdio conunmicates ooro oloo is perceived to influence uore and to 
fee taoxQ helpful. The perfjon. who has laore influence is pareelvcd to help 
more and talk n®re. Tha peraon who is ©ore helpful has aiox© Influeaca; 
tha only exception to this trend is th@ rather inconsistent affect of 
helping as a picture-capt:lon variable on coiamnicatlon. Perhaps people 
T^o are being helped arc soBatintns percisivad to need to cona&unicatn 



their naeda 



n 



Ther® &7M feuer hold social schesms vich stsitus 

and power as fth® picte’a-capttion 'a’arlfiblcs. Tlie oaly xfidely h«ld ones 
appoar Zo be &ha poeiti^a relationship between atataa aad power ca the 
on® haad and £iaflu®nce ca the other; ©ad the pooitivo rolatlonehl-p 
bet^'fion power and h@lpis();; and the negative one betwes;n status and 
cocmmlcation. The subjects did inot appear to have any social scheiBas 
that indicated that power or atatno oloxia pro\rld®d an adequate haoia 
for predicting the rolatiocshlp of two people on sotae other diiasnsion. 
Moreover j when status or power wer® the question variables # the oubjocts 
had consiat@at social ech^soas only with helping and influencing 1st the 
plctura-captloisBo with the higher status or power porcon doing icarc of 
both* 

Blgt?t ord®y datfi * 111© abov© factor cnalyoiB was used to generate 
factor acoros for all subjects. The aubjecto war© then split Isito the 
follcwlag birth order groups: onlies» firsts » loiddle and lasts p 

separately for each oenp end analyses of variance wore: eoTnputsd. Ko 
results uonttributeble to chance %m:& found* Similarly 9 breaks by 
B®s of siblingsp nuabffi©r of siblingop age-gap to older and to younger 
siblings were fruitl'^^assp as wa'e s split according to the educational 
level of th© parents* Thwe, the birth order hypotheoos ^i«re not 
confir!!2edp nor wore say se<s differanceo found* 

Diacisooion 

Th© factor analysis results generally Indicate that people do in 
ffict have social ocheiaasp since differeosos in responding to the various 
itCQQ were correlated p showing that subjects differed in their reactions 
to the pictures in coasictent ways* The dissensions that were ct:oaen 
H priori also in general appear to b© those which are involved in social 



o 
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jsehcaas. Kowavar, tha rooulCs swggest that taking two ditREnalons at 
a eiata wao sesatiBsas icadogaffit®, Qlac® sotos diaonsioae appaatad to olnstar 
in schesiac imvol^lrag woi’o than two dimanaiona. In both the Etjusals 

and Di^teffisstial Gonditioas, thoro rycr® algos of tha ©sdstonce of a 
eoeial achama coasiffltios oS positive eosrelatlotte betw( 2 ffla positions oa 
diESasionn ?®fen:lag to ©v®?t activity; tslklngp h®lpisig» and iaflusocicg* / 
This tesideacy suggests that people Ksy hav® social eshaaias of a very 
coa^loss aoTtj in ^sich a whole eei?i®s of dlsRsnsions is l®plicatadp alsaset 
"geaSalts” of socieS. sitwationa* If the ©xiotecco of :mch complex social 
schonna tox-na ont to b® parvaelvap th®a it could b® said that p®ople 
pesooao a liwlted oat of "otariaotypoa” about t 3 ?peo of social sltuafeiono. 

Thaee otereotypcc could gtald® behavior as well ao pcrccsption la a aanner 
parallel to the way that ethnic stet'Cotypsa guide othesr sorts of behavior. 

Aao£h®r wnasspected finding is that college students appear to have 
t««o dimnolons of etatnas aHfcl <:w© di®insions of likings sine® two oep&rate 
factoro erasrgsd in both cgocis. Ihis finding suggeots tliat dl®®iaslons. 
which social payc3>ologlsts uowallly concaiva of eo unlt'xry# siacli as llklmgp 
ssay in fact be dual from She point of view of the cubjectra* Thusg 
ralatioffishlps fomid by 5ir©3fflar<uhsra with respect to one of these dlasnslono 
fxr.y sot b« generallsabl® to relatioashipe found with raspacS to ttho othcir. 

Th® data elso indicafio that d®splt© the oub^oct®* diaclaimarOj, their 
social do tend to lead them to draw inferenGOS about oociol 

eituatione . on th© bcsls of Httla information. Th® mo^^t striking eza^japle 
of this ia the tendeacy for people to draw inference® about tha 
similerity or difference betwcon two pwsplo when they have no logical 
bcaie for doing so; p(Sopl® tend to talt® any difforeneo In behavior 
befiwffion sto pcoplo* ae In tho Differential sehcoass and over-genarallsBO 
this dlfferanco to oil ffiorta of areas. Ihlo tendency i© espasially 
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Resultts 

The first hypothasle was that there would bo consistency la the 
subjects® responses to the sets of items dcsig'aisd to tep aach of 
the various Koclal ochetass# Accordingly » th® responooc to each of the 12 
booklets were factor analysed in order to determine whether the iteina 
designed to taansure the siuBn social Bchema loaded on ti^e same factor and 
whether other Itema did not load on that factor. The tjethod used was a 
principle gxS .9 solution for basic stsructure with varimcis rotation to a 
flitcpl® strustur®. Factoring was continued so long as ©ach obtained 
factor accounted for iinore variance than a single scale. All factors ware 
rotated. 



Insert Table 1 about here 
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As can b® scan from Table 1, about half ti»e total variance was 
extracted by the factor analysis of the various boolclets. 

Equals Bchemas * The factors generstod by the factor analysis were 
ouch that the five Itemc designed a priori to tap the ea?ac equals schemas 
very nearly always loaded on th® saBSi factor to a conslderabl® d©gr®©p and 
offlldom loaded on other factors. Thic: can b® seen in Table 2p in which ara 
presented the loadings on the factor ajrresponding to the various social 
Hcheisao. In addition, items in the oame booklet not d^Blsnsd a priori to 
tasaeuro a given social schaesa only raroly loaded to any mssnlngful degree 
on the sfflsi^ factor as the Ifcoms designed to tap the social schemas. This 
also can be seen in Table 2. Thus, in general, the data do indicate that 
social sshsraas lead to perception of different situations In a consistent way. 



insert Table 2 about here 
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Dlgfareasial gehama . For most of th® Differonti),il ochevnaa, the gsissa 
patt®m of i»©eu 3 .ts occurred as for the Squalo. Faeftoris eraargsd v?hich 
loaded almoat ©sclwsively oa the iteas designed ^ pglor l to iRsasura a given 
social ochessa, as can fea mm from Table 3, However 9 for atatua ©ad liking p 
two factors emerged p each of vjhlch loaded to a ctrong degree on only son® 
of the Ateoa in the seta designed to measure each of the social sehemas. 

In other words p th© social ©cheaa seecsed to split into two social schemaa. 
Although ths patterning of these split sccial schemas did not appear to 
h© random and tended to bunch up on certain dimsnaioaSi, it was not 
possible to compare directly th© instances of split factors which occurred 
on the satae ditaemslon on differont social sehessasp since fih« different 
social schemas Involving the sar 4 © dimension occurred i:a booklets filled 
out by different subjects. 



Insert Table 3 about her© 

*** ” ■ ” *■ " ■** — ** ■» 

Social schemas held by aawole. In order to detonflin© what social 
schemas war® held by the total sample » t tests were run for each item. 
These t tests coi.iporad the obtained nasan scora on each It-sm to the score 
that would have been attained if th® subjects had indicated that 
position on the plcture~caption variable toads no differensa for the 
question variable. ThuSj for fcha Equala schemas this latter score wmi3.ti 
E 5 £an that th® subjects rated both the high and lestf picturc-eaptions on 
a dirotnsion as being equal on the question variable. For the Equals 
schemas all of these t testa wer<s sigiiif leant and remrkably larg'S. 

CSes Tfiblffl A.) In ©BBaniS-ap th® eubjeets indicated that they belis'csd 

i 

that nnstual liking » mutual helping, mutual comanunications and smtu©! 
influence war© all positively related to asm another; and that eimilarlty 

was also pcrcaived as positively related to each of those dimensions. 

O 
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InssEt Tables 4 & 5 about here 

With eaepcct to- the D:t^fsrl»^atlai schdasas, the geae’^al tmid alao 
is for the swbjects to psrffiaiva rela£icmsh:lps bctf>ra®a p-Dsitlono ca 
the plctura^eaption aad qusstion \»arSsbJ.©g (sea Table 5)i> but the traad 
ia isot 00 atroag as ia the casa of tha Squnla ochamas. The rather sompla 2 e 
findiiags Cfflft ba swa^saarlssd as follosfs: 

la *riie parsosi who 14 k ®9 raor® thaM h® is 5.ik®d is percai'^ed to help ssore 
thaa he is helped p to taltc vss>x& thaa the other person, to ba influenced by 
the oth®r perrsosi rEjrts thsan he influences • The person who hG3.p6 ajore then 
ha is helped by th® oth®!: is perceived to like the other ®3re than he la 
liked; the parson 'isito talks mxa is perceived to like the other saor® than 
ha is liked. 

2, People who differ oia any on® of th® plcture-caption diaenalons, except 
■power and ofeatuo, are perceived to differ on th© qiaastlori variables as 
wl.l. The inconffliatent msults on power and status .are In lin® with the 
gansral Inaonsistesacsy of results la thas® varlablso. 

3. Diff®r®ace' in plcture-cffiptlon variables which involv© ©no pcrcon 
acting overtly ®ore than tha other are poailtively rclatad to ©n© another. 
Thaisa variablQ.^; ar® ©^BSi^raic:ationa Influence, and helping.. Tiuia, the 
person wi'io conaBunlcates ra-'re a3.so is perceived to influanc.^iS: suor® and to 
bs Ecra helpful. The person who has joore influence is -fKarcelvad to help 
sETirc and Calk ©or©. The person who Ic acre helpful has e?or© influcacQ; 
the ca3.y ©sceptioa to this tread ia th® rather inconalsttsnt effect of 
hftlplng ac a pictur®~cfflption variable oa coimsnicatlon* Perhaps psopl® 
who are being helped arc .'SOMtiiaMSs perceived to need t© eoffljirisnicate 
their nesde. 



o 
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4* Tliciffa fiye yalatl^ly widely held eooial flchcjias with status 

fflmd !>owat as the plctwre-saption ^asriablcs. The only t^ldely held ones 
to ba eha pocitiv© ralatloaship between status and power on tho 
otaffl hand and influenca ©aa tho other; and the pooltlv® rolationship 
hetwaan power and h©lplns» Rogativ© ©ne batmm status and 

©oaasimiicatlon* The subjects did not appear to have my aoalsl achetsao 
that indicated that power or status alone provided an adequate basis 
for predicting th® ralatlonehip of two pcaopl® on so»a other dinsanfflion. 
^Sor©ov®r» when status or power were the question wriebles, the eubjocts 
had consiBtent social schsms only with helping and influcncinc: in the 
picture-captious p with the higher status or po^«r person doing B»r« of 

both. 

Bigfch order data . The above factor snalyslfi was used to generate 
factor scores for all subjects. Tho subjects were then split into the 
following birth order groupss oallosp firotSp middle and laetSp 
saparattaly for each oescp and analyses of varlanc® ware eontpwted. Ko 
results unaterihatablQ to chanco ware found. Similarly, breaks by 
o®» of siblings p atmaibafir of slblingOp ag-^-g^P older and to younger 
ciblinga were ffrultleso, as was a split according to the educational 
level of tho parento. Thus, the birth order hypotheocis were not 
coafirKisdp nor <}?Ero any sos diSforenteo found. 

Discueision 

‘Ihe factor analysis resulto generally Indlcota tlsat people do in 
fact have social eehsnne, since differences in raaponcllng to the various 
itetae were eorrelatedp showing that subjecto differed in their rcnctlono 
to the pictures in concistant mya. The dimensions that were choaen 
a priori also in general appaar to be those which are Involved in ooelal 



Bchcraao. Howa^er, the ircusulte did c^sggeat that taking two diiaenoiono at 
a tine was sossistlESO ltiadeq"Jia£®{. oIbsq soma dltsanalons appoa?(sd to dnster 
in oocial schQffiaa io'wslTiug roesro thaa two dinanclon®. In both ths Equalo 
and Dllfferffintisl condltionsj there war® signs of the @!,d 8 t@nce oi a 
oocial sch«isa consisting of positive corralatloas b®Cw> 3 sra positions on 
dlisanolons referring to overt activity: talking^ helpAngo and Inflnenclng* 

Thlo tendency ouggssts that people nay have eoclal sch'snas of a vary 
(!ctaj>l®s sorCt In which & whole series of dimensions Is liEpllcatedp elisoBt 
"gesfcalte” of social oltnations. If the ©ziateac© of imeh comples eoclal 
echeono turn® ont to b© parvaBl'??©, th©n it could b® said that people 
pcsseoo a lliaitod aat of "stereo typoa" about types of .'social sltuatloco. 
Ihosa otercsotypoo could guide behavior as wall eo perc'.iptlon In a taanner 
parallel to the way that ethnic stereotypes guide other sorts of behavior. 

Another tanespoctad findiias Is that collog® stnden'ia appear to have 
two dinanslone of status and two diasnsiona of liking, since two separate 
factors ©nergad in both cases. This finding swggosto ^hat dlE®nslona 
which social psyeholcgiGts laatmlly concciv© of a© wnlt-sry, such aa liking, 
laay in fact b© dual from th® point of view of the cnbjfacta. Thus, 
rdationchips found by ras®arch©r0 with respect to on© of these diffisnslons 
jsaay not bo generaliaabla to relationships found with rsspact to the other. 

Tho data also indlcat® that despite the subjects* dlsclaliasrs, thslr 
Gociftl fflchstaas do tend to lead thon to draw inferences about social 
situationa on the botuls of little Infonaatlon. The iso.it striking esonaplc 
of thlo is the tendency for people to draw inferences about tha 
sirallsrlty or difference between two people whan they have no logical 
besis for doing so; people tend to take any difference in behevior 
between two people, ee in tho Differential schemas, eni ovar-generalls® 
this difference to ell sorts of areas. This tendency lo especially 



19 



striking b©ccua« tha subjects had tha option In all casno of eaylng that 
Cba p<siopl« dsplcted ware neithsir Qlnilar nor dlfffcrant. Fnrcherjaoroj 
paoplo Sand to asainaa that people ^duo have aoiso posltlva ralatlonohlp 
with on« anothar, sueh as liking o influencing ^ halpingc and talklnup are 
olullCi to oaa another- Thin typ® of inferfinc® ahowt Ivitcrporaonal 
rolntionohlps lo poraULel to tha isspllclt poraonolity t'loortco tliat 
people tuiv® about single other people (Bruner p Shapivrop and Tagiurl, 1958). 

ITia results with roiipcct to liking show that In bo';h the Equal and 
Dlffarentf.nl schenas psoplo tend to associate liking with helping* 

■ talking* end being influenced* aa u®!! as with eiwilariiy. The 

cjaphsolo in balance theory and Its derivations on the l lklng-slTellarlty 
relationship appears to be but on® special case of tha .Largo set of 
social ochesiaa vithin vAl^h liking is associated. Sena of the dlmansloaoi 
Bucb 03 hxilping* t&ight ivi fact ba owbausaatle under llffiid;r's U relationship 
(neidor* 1958)* but th©r»s dooa not sssa tc b© rau.ch valut In regarding ,«il 
of thooo diaensiono m ono. 

In other words, th»^ro ainy b» many types of balance i raletionslilpe* 
oach one corresponding to on® of th® sovercl socinl schiicac InMch 
liking 1® involved. Evan ©or®* all of the social ochSTivn loeaourod bora 
can bo concaived as a opaclal typ® of bolr.ncfid relation 3hip« For 
• inctaacQ, a bslcncod reslatlonahip would be on® in which ti^o people who 
Interact with one another also help cue cnother; another would be one 
In which a person vrho dcas taost of tho talking does tos’:. of the liking. 
Accordingly* hypcth?c©3 paroilftl to those that havs fcaai v'estad and* to 
Boaje degro®* supported with respect to the similarlty-’l iking scheisa* 
would be implied. Thus, ooclal oltMatlom confonrdng t> th© occial 
scheoao might be better Icemod* laore pleasant* bett«>r rsaembarG-d* etc.* 
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fthGQ felios© violate fch(S soclo3. scIiciesb oic S7S uab; 3 lsnccd» 

Sta£oi8 aad poorer ganoffated tho aost squl'wocaS. ^ooralta of say of Wic 
di®aaslosas. Alfeliow8^» ^actoss war® ©xteac«:cd conceiralnL? £bom» C taofc 
fistaXys^o o^sggOBtad p®irc®pliAoR of paxrCAculftip Biltuafclons irowo Ivf.ng 

etataio aod powsr io inflMaaced by othev dluttiooSoiiB of -b« cltuatlora. 
Social sch'Koas Involving powar and status appear to ii2To3,va two or isoro 
othop dlcisnoions bosldos oftaftuo and powsrj ©agay th® 2 slationshlpo 
bettwaan powasr and liking may differ with position on 0 3ffis third 
dii& 3 na£on» auch as halpfulneaoa 

The failure to find s>sty correlation bet^fCttu facto? ccorco and 
birth order, son, and adneation variables cc»uld be tha result of 
several factors a The quaationnairo aay tujt have been iubtlc enough 
to tap subtl® difforencQs iti ooclcl ECheaiaoa Th® projective aspect of 
the itesto night have allc?s?od subjects to ksap th® qusn Sionnairo at a 
dlotanc® froa thfiacfiivfia. Social acheanc; way be baecd do strongly on 
porcaptions of everyday situations that individual dlfferencas in 
background aay be overwholoeda At this point, fcharo i3» no basis for 
choosing a^ng these altemetivesa 
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Table 2 

Factor loodiuge of Equals ochcma Itcnu which wcr« designed to oaaous:® a 
given ocheroa on tho factor (or factora) on which these -.tetaa load nost 
heavily* (Fractions ora the nuaber of other items in n boolclet wiilch load 
.40 or gtoatet on that factor, divided by the ntaber of otter lte».) 
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Table 3 



Factoi: loodlngo of Differesitlal echema ItCias uMch were designed to msaeuio a 
given Gcheava on the factor (or factors) on which th®o® Items load most heavily. 
(Fractioiii® are the number of othor items in a booklet wilch load .40 or 
greater on that factory divided by the number of other IfceuJB.) 
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Table 4 

T tests oS dlic2®irens®a between laaan scosrec cad sco'res indicating 
no selationaMp between th® pictute-csption and sehfiEia question 
^a^iable8-“for Equals schaiaQa, . (.05 level of significances 1.960) 
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Table 5 

T ZmZa of dlffcTeanccs b®ti' 7 ®ea maan ecoifeo and scoyea indicating no relatlonsbip 
batwaon th® pletnffo-captlon and echama question varlabloa^-fot Differential 
acheniaa. C.05 le^«l of aignlflcanco « 1.950) 
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